The 'fast and frugal' approach to reasoning (Gigerenzer, G., & Todd, P. M. (1999). Simple heuristics that make us smart. New York: Oxford University Press) claims that individuals use noncompensatory strategies in judgment -the idea that only one cue is taken into account in reasoning. The simplest and most important of these heuristics postulates that judgment sometimes relies solely on recognition. However, the studies that have investigated usage of the recognition heuristic have confounded recognition with other cues that could also lead to similar judgments. This paper tests whether mere recognition is actually driving the findings in support of the recognition heuristic. Two studies provide evidence that judgments do not conform to the recognition heuristic when these confounds are accounted for. Implications for the study of simple heuristics are discussed. q
Introduction
How complex is human reasoning? While there is general agreement among psychologists that there are limits to our processing ability, it is not universally agreed upon what those limits are. Ever since Herb Simon's (1955) epiphany of bounded rationality -the idea that cognitive capacity is constrained -many approaches to the study of judgment have emphasized simplicity and limited computation in accounting for agents' behavior. Such accounts are very attractive because they are elegant and straightforward, but before accepting them we should examine the evidence with a critical eye. 
